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3-1-00 POLICY

The purpose of this section is to assist HHS and its Operating Divisions in the utilization and long-range
planning of HHS sites and facilities. Master planning helps HHS define the physical resources needed to
maintain or advance OPDIV missions and goals and support the execution of HHS-wide programs. The
master planning process assists Operating Divisions in determining and coordinating site improvements
to achieve a functional, attractive, and comprehensive design for HHS sites and facilities. The plan aids
Operating Divisions in day-to-day facility decision-making while accommodating changing circum-
stances and new OPDIV priorities, some of which may not be identifiable when the plan is initially for-
mulated. Master Plans, to remain useful, are required to be updated approximately every five years but
may be amended sooner as unanticipated circumstances are dictated.

Master plans are required on all sites, installations and/or campuses owned and/or occupied by HHS em-
ployees that contain at least two independent buildings, or two different activities with the exception of
direct leased facilities.

3-1-10 PROCEDURES

A. Applicability of Master Planning - Master planning procedures are normally appropriate for all HHS
direct Federal or lease/purchase construction projects or site acquisitions that will eventually lead to
more than one principal building, structure or activity on a site. This includes sites shared with other
government agencies or with private firms. This typically does not apply to direct leased facilities.

B. Existing Sites - Master Plans should be developed for existing HHS sites that contain more than one
building. The plan should reflect both the special needs of the site and the impact of HHS activities
(current and planned) on the surrounding community and the environment.

3-1-20 GUIDANCE AND INFORMATION

Some of the laws and regulations applicable to the master planning process as it applies to the HHS facili-
ties planning program are listed below. Note: The Clean Air Act and the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), commonly known as Superfund, impose addi-
tional facilities-specific requirements.

A. Laws And Requlations

1. National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 USC 4321 et seq) - This law prescribes the con-
sideration Operating Divisions must give to the impact of the Master Plan on the human envi-
ronment.

2. Council on Environmental Quality Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act (40 CFR parts 1500-1508) - The CEQ regulations outline
certain practices and procedures Federal agencies must follow in implementing NEPA during
their master planning processes.
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3. National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 USC 470 et. seq.) and Implementation Procedures
Contained in Federal Register Vo. 35, No. 23, February 3, 1970, Department of the Interior, Na-
tional Park Service "National Register of Historic Places” - This document requires evaluation of
the effect the Master Plan may have on historic properties listed or eligible for listing in the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places, and requires that the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
be notified and given reasonable opportunity to comment with regard to the undertaking.

4. Executive Order 12372, "Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs,” Amended April 8,
1983 - This Executive Order requires Federal agencies to undertake coordinated planning on an
intergovernmental basis with local, regional, and State agencies for Federal actions involving
construction and acquisition use and disposal of Federal real property.

5. Uniform Relocation Assistance and Land Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (42 USC 4601 et seq.)
- This law sets forth the policy for fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced as a result of
Federal and Federally-assisted programs.

6. National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) - "Master Plan Submission Requirements™ - All
HHS sites in the National Capital Region (which includes the District of Columbia; Montgomery
and Prince George's Counties in Maryland; Arlington, Fairfax, Loudoun, and Prince William
Counties in Virginia; and all cities now or hereafter existing in Maryland or Virginia within the
geographic area bounded by the outer boundaries of the National Capital Region) are subject to
the NCPC Master Plan Submission Requirements.

B. Organizational Responsibilities

1. Operating Division

a. Responsible for development and updates of Master Plans.

b. Designates operating OPDIV representatives as members of the Master Plan review and
evaluation team.

c. Develops long-range goals, objectives, and program plans used as a Master Plan guide.

d. Integrates environmental considerations in the responsible Operating Division official’s deci-
sion-making process, including environmental documents as part of the Master Plan docu-
ment.

2. HHS Capital Investment Review Board

a. Provides policy oversight to the HHS Operating Divisions in the preparation of facility Mas-
ter Plans.

b. Authorizes the release of Draft Master Plans for review and comment.

c. Approves Final Master Plans.

C. Contents Of Master Plans

The Master Plan is an integrated series of documents that present in graphic and narrative form the pre-
sent composition and planned physical development of an HHS site containing more than one building,
structure, or activity. Master Plans analyze and document the form and function of HHS sites, individual
site and building requirements and interrelationships among activities.

1. General — The Master Plan should
— Reflect thorough planning,
— Establish a comprehensive and coordinated approach to physical development of the site,
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Ensure regulated growth and land use,

Permit flexibility of use, and

Provide for future expansion to meet long-range program goals without disrupting the effi-
ciency of the plan or adversely impacting the environment.

2. Master Plan Requirements - Master Plans should address each of the following areas and provide

viable solutions for any deficiencies or conflicts, which may be identified:

a.

Program Requirements - Establish planning premises and the Master Plan goals and objec-
tives. Define the specific concepts and standards for future development.

Region and Location - Describe the regional setting in terms of existing and future land use
patterns, transportation systems, utility services, population on and off site, economy, and
cultural assets. Also indicate current land use and zoning of adjacent areas.

Boundary and Topographic Data - Include boundaries and acreage for existing and proposed
surveys as appropriate.

Site Utilization - Show general land use by type and the areas allocated to each function for
both existing and proposed conditions. Address requirements for open space.

Improvements - Show existing to-remain (i.e. not demolished) and proposed buildings, struc-
tures, and other improvements such as roads, parking areas, heliports, refuse handling areas,
etc.

Circulation - Indicate the internal road network, access points, parking facilities, pedestrian
and bicycle movement systems, public transportation, and service access flow. Evaluate traf-
fic impacts of proposed development and propose transportation management strategies to
minimize impacts. Material flow should also be delineated (e.g. deliveries and trash disposi-
tion), as appropriate.

Landscaping - Indicate general concepts for open space and green areas, and the location and
extent of existing and proposed landscaping.

Security, Fire, Life Safety, and Accessibility - Proposed building site location and planning
should consider security, safety, and fire protection. Factors to be considered include, but are
not limited to, combustibility, occupancy and attendant hazards, proximity of fire fighting re-
sources, ease of access, climate and topography. Special consideration should be given to the
security criteria, such as setbacks, explosive safety quantity distances, safety, and accessibil-
ity of facilities for occupants as well as visitors.

Utilities - Show all utilities including solid and hazardous waste handling and disposal plans.
Indicate proposed utility upgrades and new utilities necessary to support proposed develop-
ment. It is preferable that utilities be located underground where practicable. In addition,
where possible, utility distribution systems should be located to facilitate ease of access and
future land use. Utility capacity in excess of five years should be evaluated on a life cycle
cost basis.

Environmental Impacts - Analyze the potential impacts of all of the above on the environ-
ment, including natural resources, historic properties, waste management, etc.

Existing Resources - Determine the major natural and man-made elements that affect poten-
tial development, such as the physical features of the site, climate, environmental features,
utilities, historic/archaeological features, natural amenities and visual quality, constraints, and
opportunities. This includes environmental conditions (e.g., slopes, drainage patterns, wet-
lands, floodplains, wildlife, water quality, noise, etc.).
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Development Plan - Illustrate the proposed development of the site over the next 20 years, in-
cluding the disposition of existing buildings, the infrastructure, new construction, and other
improvements.

Energy Conservation - Establish energy conservation strategies and policies as they relate to
siting and design of buildings, transportation practices, and renewable energy resources.

Site Development Standards - Establish campus development guidelines and design stan-
dards. Include specific site element recommendations such as building density, setback, and
height restrictions or buffer requirements. The plan should address the order of magnitude of
building scale and orientation.

Implementation - Illustrate phasing strategies for the implementation of the Master Plan over
the next 20 years. Operating Divisions are also encouraged to develop a Capital Improve-
ments Plan (CIP) element for each Master Plan that addresses sequencing and phasing of
construction requirements. The CIP should forecast and schedule future capital facility needs
to ensure that capital improvements are available when required based on needs identified in
the Master Plan. The six-year CIP should be reassessed on an annual basis.

Interrelationship - Describe the relationship of the Master Plan to applicable local, regional,
state, and federal development plans and policies. Address off-site improvements to support
on-site development.

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

A. Master Plan Submittals

Master Plans are developed by Operating Divisions, generally with the assistance of an outside contractor.
The plans typically are developed in two phases, as described below.

1. Draft Master Plan - The Draft Master Plan is a complete planning document containing all of the
information required of a Master Plan, including draft environmental documentation. The docu-
ment is reviewed internally by OPDIV staff and the HHS Capital Investment Review Board
(CIRB) prior to its distribution to outside agencies and the general public for review.

Final Master Plan - A Final Master Plan report shall be prepared upon completion of all internal

HHS reviews and public reviews, if required. The OPDIV’s environmental determination, con-
sisting of either a determination of categorical exclusion, a Finding of No Significant Impact re-
sulting from an Environmental Assessment, or an Environmental Impact Statement and Record of
Decision should accompany the final plan. Master Plans normally require, at a minimum, the
preparation of an Environmental Assessment.

B. MASTER PLAN APPROVAL

Because of the future programmatic and funding implications, the OPDIV head and the HHS Capital In-
vestment Review Board (CIRB) shall approve Master Plans.
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SECTION 3-2: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS PROCEDURES
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10 Procedures

20 Guidance and Information

30 (Reserved)
X3-2-A Sample Environmental Assessment Criteria Check List (NIH)
X3-2-B Sample Categorical Exclusion Criteria Checklist (NIH)

X3-2-C Sample NEPA Flow Chart (NIH)

3-2-00 POLICY

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 USC 4321 et. seq.), as amended, establishes
policy and requirements governing all Federal Departments and agencies with respect to protecting the
environment. In addition, HHS General Administration Manual, GAM, Part 30 - Environmental
Protection - February 2000 supplements specific requirements established by NEPA and by the associated
implementing regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 CFR 1500-
1508). NEPA requires all Federal Departments and agencies to take into account all potential environ-
mental consequences of their activities prior to initiation of these activities. Specifically, Section
102(2)(c) of NEPA requires all agencies of the Federal Government to include an environmental impact
statement "in every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation and other major Federal actions
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment.”

3-2-10 PROCEDURES

All projects must have an Environmental Review when pursuing a major Federal action, unless they qual-
ify for a categorical exclusion from this requirement. ‘Categorical exclusion’ refers to a category of ac-
tions, which do not individually or cumulatively have a significant effect on the human environment and
therefore, are excluded from the requirement for an environmental assessment or an environmental impact
statement. See HHS GAM 30-20-40. Note, each OPDIV is responsible for developing its own proce-
dures to meet the NEPA requirements in accordance with GAM 30-20-50. All construction is included in
the environmental review process. CEQ regulations require each Department to establish criteria for de-
termining categorical exclusions from such reviews. Each HHS OPDIV must determine those actions
that qualify as categorical exclusions. The OPDIV categorical exclusion should be followed for the envi-
ronmental review of construction actions. Generally, the agencies should prepare an Environmental As-
sessment (EA), in accordance with the sample checklist provided as Exhibit X3-2-A, for each proposed
action not categorically excluded. As a result of the EA, prepare either a Finding of No Significant Im-
pact (FONSI) or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). An example Categorical Exclusion Criteria
Checklist (developed for NIH) is provided as X3-2-B.

A. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES
An OPDIV/STAFFDIV must conduct environmental reviews with respect to all proposed actions that are

subject to an environmental statute or Executive Order, which do not fall under categorical exclusion type
1,2, 0or 3. See HHS GAM 30-20-50.


http://www.hhs.gov/hhsmanuals/read/gam/part30/
http://www.hhs.gov/hhsmanuals/read/gam/part30/
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3-2-20

GUIDANCE AND INFORMATION

A. ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS AND EXECUTIVE ORDERS

Listed below are some of the major environmental laws that deal with potential environmental effects
from the HHS facilities construction program. A more complete list of applicable laws and executive or-
ders is contained in HHS, GAM Chapter 30-00-20.

1.

10.

11.

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42 USC 4321 et. seq.). A sample
NEPA flowchart is provided as Exhibit X3-2-C.

a. establishes a comprehensive policy for protection and enhancement of the environment by the
Federal government,

b. creates the CEQ, and

c. directs Federal agencies to carry out the policies and procedures of the Act.

The Safe Drinking Water Act (42 USC 300f et seq.) authorizes Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) to determine if an action which will have an environmental effect on a sole or principal
drinking water source would also constitute a significant hazard to a human population and, if so,
to prohibit such an action.

The Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq) requires EPA to review and comment on a Federal
agency action which would create a significant environmental impact.

The Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1536) directs Federal agencies to conserve endangered and
threatened species and their critical habitats.

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as amended (16 USC 470 et seq.) directs heads of
Federal agencies to preserve cultural heritage, particularly with respect to sites on/or eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

The Archeological and Historic Preservation Act (16 USC 469 a-1 et seq.) directs Federal agen-
cies to preserve significant scientific, prehistorical, historical and archeological data.

The Coastal Zone Management Act (16 USC 1456 et seq.), directs Federal agencies to conduct
activities consistent with an approved State coastal zone management program.

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 USC 1278) directs Federal agencies to consider and preserve
the values of wild and scenic areas in the use and development of water and land resources.

Toxic Substance Control Act (15 USC 2601, et. seq.) requires agencies to develop plans to insure
ultimate safe disposal of toxic substances.

Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 USC 6901, et seq.) sets responsibilities with the originator for
proper handling and disposal of solid wastes.

Executive Order 11990 May 24, 1977, directs heads of Federal agencies to avoid

a. The long- and short-term adverse impacts associated with the destruction or modification of
wetlands and

b. Direct or indirect support of new construction in wetlands whenever there is a practical alter-
native.
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12. Executive Order 11988 May 24, 1977, directs Federal agencies to take action to avoid the occu-

pancy or modification of floodplains and to avoid direct or indirect support of development in
floodplain areas whenever there is a practical alternative.

13. Executive Order 12088 October 13, 1978, directs Federal agencies to comply with local state and

Federal pollution control standards for facilities operation. This means that HHS facilities and
sites may potentially be subject to numerous State and other environmental laws.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

General - In order to identify the extent of required documentation, an Environmental Review must be
conducted. For environmental issues that are not categorically excluded, then an Environmental Assess-
ment (EA) shall be done to determine the need for either a FONSI or EIS. In preparing the assessment, it
is necessary to identify clearly the environmental effects and the changes that would occur if the action
were taken. Construction actions on occasion may require different approaches for developing environ-
mental information. It is not unusual to have a construction action underway, e.g., in the early budgeting
and planning stages, and not have site selection finalized. Therefore, on construction projects the EA may
be prepared at different stages by sources such as a Planning Consultant, Architect/Engineer or non-
government agency. (See sample Environmental Assessment Criteria Checklist, Exhibit X3-2-A).

1. Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) - For the purposes of NEPA, a FONSI documents an

agency judgment that a proposed construction action not categorically excluded from NEPA re-
quirements will not significantly affect the quality of the human environment. A FONSI must
meet the criteria described in HHS GAM Section 30-50-45 and, in addition:

a.
b.

Include a list of agencies and persons to whom distributed,;

Briefly present why the proposed action will not significantly affect the human environment,
including the EA or a summary thereof; and

Be made available to the public and other interested parties including, when appropriate, pub-
lication in the Federal Register of a notice announcing its availability, consistent with 40 CFR
1506.6(b) and 1501.4 (3) (2).

2. Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

a.

General - The agency head or his/her designee responsible for carrying out a specific action is
responsible for preparation of the EIS associated with the construction action.

Public Interface Requirements - The HHS OPDIV should be aware of the extensive Public
Notice and other requirements associated with EIS preparation under 40 C.F.R. 6.400. See
HHS GAM Section 30-50-70 for detailed procedures and requirements.

EIS Format/Contents - The format and content of the EIS shall conform with 40 C.F.R. 6.200
and the requirements of 40 CFR 1502. If a proposed action will also affect a cultural or natu-
ral asset (as defined in the related acts), the statement shall incorporate the material required
by the applicable related acts. Specific details and related information for the prescribed for-
mat and contents of an EIS is contained in HHS GAM Section 30-50-65, and applicable
HHS/OPDIV Environmental Regulations.

3. Record of Decision - When an OPDIV/STAFFDIV reaches a decision on a proposed action after

preparing an EIS, the responsible official shall prepare a concise public record of decision which
includes:

a.

The decision;
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b.

All alternatives considered, specifying the alternative or alternatives, which were considered
to be environmentally preferable;

A discussion of factors, which were involved in the decision, including any essential consid-
erations of national policy, which were balanced by the organization in making its decision
and a statement of how those considerations entered into its decision;

A statement of whether all practicable means to avoid or minimize potential environmental
harm from the alternative selected have been adopted, and if not, why they were not;

A description of mitigation measures that will be undertaken to make the selected alternative
environmentally acceptable;

A discussion of the extent to which pollution prevention is included in the decision and how
pollution prevention measures will be implemented; and

A summary of any monitoring and enforcement program adopted for any mitigation meas-
ures.
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Proposal to ... (bnef description of the proposed action)

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT CRITERIA (Updated January 18, 2001)

L. |USE OF NATURAL RESOURCES
This sat of eriteria 1s concerned with the accessibility of nonrenewable natural resouwrees such as land, moseral, and fuels, which
are constantly renewed but in which shori-term or local shorfages might oconr.
CRITERIA IMPACT
Does the project: YES |NO | DESCRIPTION OF ENVIEONMENTAL IMPACT
(11 | change raditional use of the land parcel by
rezoning, ete )7
{27 | alter use of other land by related development of
stores, roads, or site changes?
(a) | geasrate new stores?
(b} | cause new roads?
() | cause mew parking?
{3) | use land for purposes wmswtable to 1ts physical
charactenstics?
(4} |1nchide the use of wetlands (swamps, marshes,
ape )7
{3) |inchads construction 1o a floodplam?
{8)] |inchide the use of sizmificant agniculiural lands?
{7} | bleck access to known mineral deposits?
(8) |increase fuel and mineral consumption m state by
meore than 1% annually?
{97 | decrease the vohane of water 1o a lake, mIver, water
table, resarvolr, ate.?
(10} | change traditional use of a body of water?

divert from local and state land wse plarnmz?
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o |POLLUTION
This st of crrteria 15 concerned with the processes which generate pollufion. These mclude the mireduction of pellutants mto the
environment, changes m the flow of energy through the environment, and changes in the compesition of environments through
the anmmentation or deletion of substances which are natarally present. The cnitena are also drectly concerned with the
production and one-time use of materials and the proper disposal of wastes.
CEITERIA IMPACT
Dioes the project: YES (WO | DESCEIPTION OF ENVIEONMEMNTATL IMPACT
{1) |mmerease identifiable air pollntion levels from a_
new emission source or from existing sources?
{21 |1mecreasze 1denitfiable ambient air polluhion levals
through a major mereasa m the number of or use
of antomobles, tucks, ete.?
{31 | e=cesd cify or state health standards for exhausts
from fimne hoods?
{41 | 1mvabee:
(a) | dredgmz or swamp drainage’?
(b} | consftruchon of a waste treatment plant?
(2l | dizchargs of unfreated hman waste directly mfo a
lake, 1iver, ete.”
{31 | overload exishng waste treatment plants due fo
newr loads (volume, chemieals, toieity, ete.)?
(6) | cause soil erosion (after complation of
construction phase) or leacking of foreizn
substances (such as zalf) mic the soal?
{71 | allowr sespage of confaminants inte the waten
tabla?
{3) |increase the siress placed upon an 1dentfied

earthomake fanli?
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Page 3 of 8

O | POLLUTION - (Contitmed)
CEITERIA INMPACT
Dioes the project: YES |NO | DESCRIPTION OF ENVIEONMEMNTAL TWMPACT
(9) | create an identifiable change i aquatic life by
dischargs of hot water?

(10} | decrease the percolation oo over one acre of land? KIH will adhsrs to the Eros: .00 and Sediment Control
CGuidelines and Stormwater Management Guidelines 1ssned
by the Marvland Department of the Environment.

(11} | cause storm water munoff onto the land owned by

others?

(12} | produce poises considered offenzive to a human

population 1e., over 35 dectbels (dB) A-werghted

4n - davinizht average sound levels with a 10-dB
penalty applied to mghttime (10 pm. to 7 am.)
activities at the property boundary? produce
cumlative adverse potse effacts m conyunction
with exizting noise sources?

(13) | create sounds which result m chanzes in behavior

patterns of animals and/or bumens (hizhlow
notze freguencias)?

(14} | introduce new sources of bazardous'toxic wastes

(15} | introduce new sources of radiation”

(16) | cause shock waves and'or vibration (after

construction phase)?

(17 | change the direction and wind velocity as to affact

the lecal population (Le.. high-rnss bhuldimg)?

(18} | cause a new, large volume of production of non-

recveled tterms?




HHS Exhibit X3-2-A
HHS Facilities Program Manual (Volume 1)

3-12

Page 4 of @

O |POLLUTION - (Contumed)
CRITERIA IMPACT
Does the project: YES |NO | DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
(19} | result m the non-recycling of recyclable tems
such as laboratory glassware, animal cages and
office paper?
(207 | gensrate solid wastes which cannot be properly
dizposed of by existing facilities?
(21) | dispose of zolid wastes i polluting landfills,
wells, caves, efte.”
(22} | requirs storage of wastes pending tecknelogy for
safe disposal?
(23) | faal to comply with Federal, State and local

requirements for waste handlmg, transportation or
disposal methods?
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OI |POFULATIONS NOTE In this part of the cntena, the affactad area 1:
_ o . . o defived as being zreater than 160 acres n size.
Thes saction of the cntena addresses changes i human, animal,
and plant populations
CRITERIA IMPACT
Will the action cause: YES |NO | DESCEIFTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
(1) |a 3% change m the densitv of the local
population’?
{2) |health, education and'or welfare services to be
altarad?
{31 | social service needs to change by altenng
populations’s age pattern (new schools, ete )?
(4) | achange 1n the trapsient population by 5%7
(3) |a scientific alteration (genetic engineenng) of the
structure of zenetic material in a Iiving organizm
directed at buman or other populations?
(6) |local, state or federal standards pertaimng to

population denzihies or conservation of plants and
amrals to be violated?




HHS Exhibit X3-2-A
HHS Facilities Program Manual (Volume 1)

3-14

Page S 0f 9

IV. | HUMAN SEENVICES NOTE In this part of the criteria, the affectad area 1z
_ o defined as being less than 160 acres m size.
As seciety has evolved, traditiomal self-sufficient hunan
commmnities have given way to dense populattions which ars
dependent upon the devel mg&].t_nud 3:.::.:_[1: tion of tecknology.
Man's lughly complex, technological environments are
mamntained by a vanety of services, rangmg from the provision of
the basic necessities of food and water fo a complex system of
economic exchange These services are larzely interdependent
and their complexities must be considered.
CRITERIA IMPACT
Could the action disrupt: YES |HO | DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
(1) | food supplies for 48 howrs?
() | water supples for over 48 howrs?
(31 | elecirical power for 48 hows=7
(4} | heating supplies (natural gas, beatmg oul) for over
48 howrs7
(51 | er depazve population of housmg for over 48
hours?
(5) | removal of sewaze for more than 12 howrs?
(71 | remowval of solid waste (trazh) for more than seven
{T) days?
(3] |exisimg health service response 1 case of &
disaster?
(9 | mail, radio, telegraph, telephons, or television

sarvice for over two (2) weeks?

transit servics for more than two (2} weeks?




HHS Exhibit X3-2-A
HHS Facilities Program Manual (Volume 1)

3-15

IV. |HUMMAN SEEVICES - (Continued)
CEITERIA WPACT

Does the action nss more than 3% of YES |NO | DESCEIFTION OF ENVIEONMENTATL IMPACT

(11 | remaming electrical capactty?

(2 | remaming water!

(3) | available capacity of the sew, age freatment system
(branch lines, mains, plants)?

(4} | available capactty of trash disposal system
(collection, meinerator plant, landfill)?

(51 | available beating fuel (gas, coal, or keating oal)?

Dioes action decrease:

(1) |food delivery Tystem b removal of retanl food
stores, efc., by 3%07

(2 | area’s domestic housing by demolition, closing,
ete., by 3%7

(31 |use of e TISHLE fransit systems (bus, fram, ete.) by
more than 5%7

(41 |ac :er:.ibiljr_'.' to routine health services by altering
point of service delrvery?

Will acthion:

(1} |mecrease the patient load of the Area s rou fize
bealth care services by more than 5%7

-y

change the availlability of social services by
opening or closing facihhes?
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IV. |HUMAN SEREVICES - (Contmued)
CEITERIA IWPACT
Will the action: YES |HNO | DESCRIFTION OF ENVIEONMENTATL IMPACT
(31 |1ncrease or dscrease the mumber of social services
recipients by more than 5% (by nnemployment)?
(41 |mmcrsasze the annual vohone of telephone,
telegraph, or mail by morae than 5%7
(51 |elimimate employment sources for 10% of the
population?
(&) | changs school enrollment by more than %7
V. |HUMAN VALUES
The Afth sat of critenia 1s dwected toward bumian vahies
concerming the guality of the emviromment which are generally
agreed upon to the extent that they ars stated 1o statutes or
regulations.
CEITEFRIA IVEPACT
Will the action: YES |HNO | DESCRIFTION OF ENVIEONMENTATL IMPACT
(1) | encroach upon ary historical, architectaral, or
archasological cultural property?
(21 | affect any endangered species?
(31 | viclate local, state, or federal standards on

aesthetics, odor, or noise?
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V.

HUMAN VALUES - (Contimmed)

CRITERIA

IMPACT

Will the acton:

TES | MO

DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

(4)

use critena, methods, or ]:-un:rj-:Ef that wounld
discriminate on the basis of race, color, ralizion,
zender, :L.m onal origin, age, disability, or sexnal
ortentation?

(3)

affect the environmental, liman health, econonue
aul:l or sorial status :-f minenty and/or low-
10COLE COMImnIiies

(6)

exclude the opportunity for the publhic, meluding
minornity communities and low- Imcome
commumites, to have adequate access to publie
mformation relating to buman health or
environmental p]am_u_g: ragulations, and
spforcement pursnant to the Freedom of
Information Act, the Sunshine Act, and the
:E-].'EE]’EE‘LII‘- Plazning and Commmnity Right-to-

Enow Act]

(7)

preclude the affected communities access to
meetings, crucial documents and notices and
opportunities for mput during the planning
process to 1dentify potential effects and mitization
measures”
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Proposal to ... (bref description of the proposed acfion)

'CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION CRITERIA CHECKLIST

CATEGORY #] — Genperal Exclusions MOTE: If the answer to any of the questions m Category #] 15 “YES, the
achion may be categoncally excluded from farther NEPA review.

Subjact to a review for extracrdinary
errcumstances, KIH will not perform an
enviroranental review of actions excluded by
rezulation from NEPA review. NIH will also not
perform ap environmnental review of actions
catagorically exclndad from NEPA review m

DHHAS GAM Chapter 30.

CRITERIA YES | HO EXPLANATION

Does a law or statute grant an excephion, unless

precluded by an OPDIV/STAFFDIV regulation?

Hawve the courts found that the action does not
require eavirormental review”

Does the action implement achons outside the
territonal jurizdietion of the United States and are
such actions excluded from review by Executrve

Crrder 121147
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I. |CATEGORY #2 -- Functional Exclusions MOTE: If the answer to any of the questions mn Category =215 “YES™, the
_ _ o action may be categoncally excluded from further NEPA review.
The f:-ll'~1.1.'J:1=' actions are nonmally excluded from
NEPA review, subject to a review for
extraordinary circumstances.
CRITERIA YES | NO EXPLANATION
Does the propesed action fall under any of the
following categores:
(1} |BEoubne admimisiratve apd manasgement support,
including legal counsel, public affawrs, program
evaluation, momitoring, and mdrvidual personnel
actions?
(2} |Ioformation technolozy management
(3} |Education and traimmg grants and contracts
except projects v :-l ILE CONSIUCTION, IENOVATon
and'or changes m land use?
(4} |Grants for admimstratrve overkead support?
(5} |Grants for social sarvices except projects
mvolving construction, renovation, and changes m
land use”
(6} |Liaison fumctions?
(7} | Maintenance, except for properties on or elizible
for listing on the National Register of Histone
Flaces?
(£) |Stabshics and mformation collection and

dizsemination?
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IO. |CATEGORY #! (contmmed) MNOTE: If the answer to any of the questions m Category #2 15 “YES", the
o _ action may be categoncally excluded from further NEPA review.
Functional Exclasions

CRITERIA YES |NO EXPLANATION

Does the proposed action fall under any of the
follownng categones:

—_—
() | Adoptions of regulations and gmdelimes
pertamming to the above actvities?

(10} | Routine admimistrative and management support,
1mcluding budget and Anance. planning,
procurement of supplies and services,
management and oversight of grants and other
funding mstruments, legal counsel, public affans,
program evaluation, travel, and human resources
management.

(11} | Mamtenance, mncludmg repais necessary to
ensure the operation of existing facilites, grounds

mamtenance, and the decoatamination of

laboratory or other space and equipment.

-

(12) | Acquisthon of space by lease and modifications
of leases, when the use of the space wnll comply
with all applicable Federal, State, and local Laws,
inchading all environmental protection and zoning
laws, and lease extensions and ferminations.

(13) | Belocation of emplovees nfto exishng
Government-owned or Government-leazed space

(14) | Facality planning and design.
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O |CATEGOEY #2 (contmmed) WNOTE: If the answer to any of the questions m Category =215 “YES”, the
o _ action may be categoneally excluded from farther NEPA review.
Functional Exchisions

CRITERIA YES |MNO EXPLANATION
